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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 7, 1 1-13, 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cashman in view of Lincke(6,397,259). 

3. As per claim 7, Cashman discloses providing a secure communication between a 
client(108) and a server(107)(see fig. 1, sheet 1) employing an untrusted proxy(i.e. network 
device)(see col. 7, lines 48-65), employing the proxy between the client and the server to provide 
connection links between the client and the server(see col. 7, lines 48-65); embedding a secure 
coprocessor(lOO) for use as an agent of the client(108)/ or server(107)(see fig. 1, sheet 1, see col. 
7, lines 48-65) which assures that the proxy cannot tamper with the functioning of the agent, the 
agent being a software program or hardware logic operating within the confines of the 
coprocessor(see col. 8, lines 24-26); the proxy receiving a specific communication request from 
the client; the coprocessor is located at the site of the proxy and acts as a converter between at 
least one protocol the client supports(see col. 7, lines 66-67, col. 8, lines 1-4, col. 8, lines 29-32), 
and at least one other protocol supported by the server, guarantees that an application embedded 
in the coprocessor performs to a degree of security proscribed by the client or server; the proxy 
forming an n-tuple(i.e. packets) for a specific communication(see col. 7, lines 55-58); the proxy 
forming an n-tuple for a specific communication; the proxy forwarding the n-tuple to the 
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coprocessor; the coprocessor generating a response(see col. 7, lines 66-67, col. 8, lines 1-8), 
including a directive to the n-tuple; the coprocessor sending the response to the proxy and the 
proxy implementing a directive(see col. 7, lines 66-67, col. 8, lines 1-18); and employing the 
respective security protocols of the at least one protocol and the at least one other protocol(see 
col. 7, lines 55-58). Cashman does not disclose splicing a plurality of secure communication 
protocols of different protocol suites into the agent, wherein the step of splicing a plurality of 
secure communication protocols is a security protocol of a Wireless Application Protocol(WAP) 
to that of an Internet Protocol(IP) device. Lincke et al.(6,397,259) discloses splicing a plurality 
of secure communication protocols of different protocol suites into the agent, wherein the step of 
splicing a plurality of secure communication protocols is a security protocol of a Wireless 
Application Protocol(WAP) to that of an Internet Protocol(IP) device(see col. 9, lines 56-67, col. 
10, lines 1-2, col. 1 1, lines 8-25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include Lincke' s splicing a plurality of secure communication 
protocols of different protocol suites into the agent, wherein the step of splicing a plurality of 
secure communication protocols is a security protocol of a Wireless Application Protocol( WAP) 
to that of an Internet Protocol(IP) device(see col. 9, lines 56-67, col. 10, lines 1-2, col. 11, lines 
8-25) with Cashman, because the proxy server communicates with the wireless network and 
converts to Internet protocols and content into a form that can be used by the wireless 
network(see col. 11, lines 8-17 of Lincke) 

4. As per claim 11, Cashman discloses wherein the step of performing includes maintaining 
communication privacy(see col. 7, lines 48-65). 
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5. As per claim 12, Cashman discloses maintaining a state of splicing process resulting from 
the step of splicing(see col. 7, lines 66-67, col. 8, lines 1-4, col. 8, lines 29-32). 

6. As per claim 13, Cashman discloses wherein the step of maintaining includes employing 
* a storage device external to the proxy, and using cryptographic means to encrypt the state(col. 8, 

lines 1-4, col. 8, lines 29-32). 

7. As per claim 59, Cashman discloses wherein the splicing includes maintaining end to end 
security guarantees without a modification to a server involved in the communication(see col. 7, 
lines 66-67, col. 8, lines 1-4, col 8, lines 29-32). 

Response To Amendment 

8. The Applicant states that Cashman does not disclose that the proxy cannot tamper with 
the function of the coprocessor. The Examiner disagrees. Cashman discloses that the 
coprocessor is responsible for encrypting the packets, not the network device, the network device 
does not tamper with the coprocessor(see col. 8, lines 1-18). Second, the Applicant merely states 
that Cashman does not disclose certain limitations, without specifically pointing out within the 
reference where this limitation is not disclosed. Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 
CFR 1. 1 1 1(b) because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable 
invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably 
distinguishes them from the references. 

9. The Applicant states that Cashman describes a method, which uses a coprocessor to 
implement elements of the protocol translation process between client and server. Further, the 
Applicant states the coprocessor in their invention to enforce the trust model between the client 
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and server. Further, the Applicant states that there is no end-to-end security. The Examiner 
disagrees (see pg. 2, previous rejection). Cashman discloses end-to-end security, because 
Cashman discloses encrypting and decrypting packets(see col. 8). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jenise E. Jackson whose telephone number is (571) 272-3791. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.) alternate Friday's. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 





June 24, 2005 



